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Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, one of

the great parts about this job is that
we do get lots of students come and
visiting our offices and I am always in-
spired. It is interesting that there are a
lot of folks who are down on students,
but I look at the kids who are in our
classes today and I feel very, very opti-
mistic. But often, it is because of their
own effort or their parents more than
it is because of the education system.

We were talking about preparing kids
for the future. One of the realities that
children of today will face a lot more
than our generation is that they will
be competing directly against German,
Japanese, British, Canadian children
and so forth.

The question is, are we preparing
them best? Of the 760 different Federal
education programs, it is interesting to
note that there are 14 programs that
deal with reading, but 39 deal with art.
There are 11 that deal with mathe-
matics, but 27 that deal with environ-
ment.

Now, I think it is important to know
about art and it is important to know
about environment, but when you are
talking about competing in a global
economy, you better know your math
and you better know how to read. But
because the Federal Government passes
things based on politics and emotion
far more than logic, it is a lot more
popular to vote for art and environ-
mental programs rather than math and
reading because they are somewhat
lackluster. But are we cheating our
children when we do that? I think we
are. We have to prepare them for the
global marketplace.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. I know we are run-
ning close to the end of our time, and
I thank the gentleman from Pennsylva-
nia [Mr. FOX], for taking the hour to-
night.

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
KINGSTON] is absolutely right. We need
to prepare our kids. But the bigger re-
sponsibility that we have is we need to
prepare this country, which means I
think that we have to carry forward on
our vision toward getting a surplus
budget and a government that can be
funded by a one-wage-earner family,
that a two-wage-earner family is an op-
tion, and that we get a government and
we get it in a size and a scale that no
longer sucks strength away from our
families, but is in balance with what
our families need.

If we can do that, we will prepare the
proper environment for our children to
be successful.

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, I appreciate the gentleman’s com-
ments. I think that the gentleman’s
whole theme has been one that rings
true for America, and that is to make
our families stronger, and by doing
that we make America stronger.

I did want to make one parenthetical
comment, discussing AmeriCorps. I can
tell my colleagues about a couple of
programs that frankly in relationship
back to what the Congressman from
Georgia, Mr. KINGSTON, was talking

about, the RSVP and the foster grand-
parent programs have been outstanding
examples, and I will have to look into
the tutor program you spoke of to see
whether it is as accountable and as
beneficial. But I think the overall
theme that the gentleman from Michi-
gan has presented tonight, balancing
our budget, getting tax relief to fami-
lies, letting them become one-wage-
earner families, if that is what they
want, so that they can again spend
more time together, enjoy the quality
of life, build their communities, and I
think that kind of vision of America’s
dream is certainly one that people
from my district will want to embrace.

I yield to the gentleman from Geor-
gia for a concluding comment.

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, let me
just say, I appreciate the gentleman
from Pennsylvania and the gentleman
from Michigan for letting me join them
this evening, and I do agree with the
title of the gentleman from Michigan’s
newsletter. We have two missions here,
one of a command-control bureaucratic
government where Washington experts
tell the whole world how to run their
lives, how to run education, and how to
run their businesses and families and
so forth, or we have a government that
is smaller and based on common sense.
The gentleman has an excellent news-
letter, and if the gentleman would,
could we get his Net page number and
so forth.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. For my colleagues,
this newsletter is delivered on a
monthly basis, and they can get it
from 1122 Longworth House Office
Building.

[From the Atlanta Journal, Oct. 14, 1996]
WASTEFUL AMERICORPS SURVIVES ANOTHER

YEAR

AmeriCorps, President Clinton’s much-
vaunted ‘‘volunteer’’ program, has survived
another year. Too bad. It’s past time to kill
this costly program before it becomes a per-
manent government fixture. It is fast-grow-
ing and expensive, it eats away at the very
definition of volunteerism, and it’s costing
taxpayers a huge amount per participant
without any measurable gains.

In announcing AmeriCorps in 1993, the
president spoke of a largely privately funded
program that would engage the nation’s
young people in volunteerism and commu-
nity service:

‘‘While the federal government will provide
the seed money for national service,’’ the
president wrote in a New York Times op-ed
article, ‘‘we are determined that the partici-
pants—the individuals who serve and the
groups that sponsor their service—will guide
the process. Spending tens of millions of tax
dollars to build a massive bureaucracy would
be self-defeating.’’

But it has been the federal government
‘‘guiding the process’’ with tax dollars. The
program cost $217.3 million in 1994, but $427.3
million in 1995. Congress put the brakes on
the president’s effort to pump even more
into the program this year. Undaunted, Clin-
ton is now seeking $1 billion over the next
five years.

The notion of private funding for
AmeriCorps was also an illusion: Just 7 per-
cent of the program is funded privately. Na-
tional and state governments pick up the
rest of the tab.

The General Accounting Office has discov-
ered the program costs taxpayers $26,700 per
participant for 10 months of volunteer work.

And the type of ‘‘work’’ is not always what
taxpayers would have paid for. In San Fran-
cisco last year, AmeriCorps volunteers orga-
nized 40 groups to fight the federal crime
bill’s ‘‘three strikes and you’re out’’ provi-
sion. In Denver, ‘‘volunteers’’ who were sup-
posed to be helping neighborhoods instead
were passing out fliers attacking a city
councilperson. In Orange county, Calif.,
AmeriCorps volunteers were paid to knit a
memorial quilt for victims of the Oklahoma
City bombing—a chore they never even fin-
ished.

And AmeriCorps destroys the healthy no-
tion of volunteerism by paying participants
to ‘‘volunteer.’’ Participants receive a sti-
pend of $650 per month—about $7.50 per
hour—and $4,725 a year for college costs. This
even though more than half of Americans
over 18 volunteer in the real sense—for free.

Neither are the benefits of AmeriCorps
limited to the poor in need of financial aid
for college. America’s wealthiest are just as
eligible—and far more likely to participate.
While the program is supposed to give young
people a chance to go to college, the cost of
a single AmeriCorps participant would send
18 students to college with Pell Grants.

The president needs to look back at his
original statement and ask if the program is
indeed ‘‘self-defeating.’’ It is, and it’s an in-
credible waste of taxpayer dollars.

f

CIA OPERATIONS
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 1997, the gentlewoman from
California [Ms. WATERS] is recognized
for 60 minutes.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, earlier
today I started a presentation and a
conversation about the Central Intel-
ligence Agency. Recently I have be-
come involved in taking a closer look
at the Central Intelligence Agency.
This was after the San Jose Mercury
News series detailing allegations that
the CIA operatives were involved in the
trafficking of crack cocaine in south
central Los Angeles.

What we have learned is quite dis-
turbing. The CIA operatives, Oscar
Danilo Blandon and Norwin Meneses
were indeed connected with both the
CIA and the DEA; that is, the Drug En-
forcement Agency. Both Blandon and
Meneses have long histories of involve-
ment with drugs. Mr. Meneses in par-
ticular was well-known among the
United States and Latin American law
enforcement agencies as having traf-
ficked drugs for years. These men were
staunch supporters of the Nicaraguan
contras and the FDN. That is the army
of the contras.

There are those who question wheth-
er the CIA had any involvement with
the distribution or trafficking of crack
cocaine into south central Los Angeles.
One need only look no further than
current newspapers to find recent cases
of CIA involvement with drugs.

Before I began to detail some more of
the recent involvement, I would like to
just share for a moment the fact that
Mr. Danilo Blandon and Mr. Norwin
Meneses both have been identified not
only as having been involved with the
CIA, but Mr. Danilo Blandon himself
testified in Federal court that he was a
CIA operative.
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There are those who question wheth-

er or not this really could have hap-
pened, and did this fuel the explosion of
crack cocaine in south central Los An-
geles and across the Nation. There are
some of us who are well aware that in
the 1980’s in south central Los Angeles,
where I have served for a number of
years prior to coming to Congress,
there was indeed a huge infusion of
drugs, and it was commonly referred to
as drugs that were being brought in by
the Colombians. Little did we know
until the San Jose Mercury News did
this extensive investigation that in-
deed these operatives were directly in
south central Los Angeles and Mr.
Meneses himself was connected with
these drug cartels that were bringing
in the drugs to Mr. Danilo Blandon.

Well, the newspapers have been full
of a lot about what took place. Not
only did the San Jose Mercury News
describe this whole operation and a
young man in south central Los Ange-
les that was connected to the traffick-
ing of huge amounts of crack cocaine,
but since that time we have discovered
that Mr. Danilo Blandon is now in the
witness protection program of the DEA
and, despite the fact he had been a
large drug dealer, bringing all of this
cocaine into south central Los Angeles,
he was now on the DEA payroll, having
been paid over $160,000 by them last
year.
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Ricky Ross, the young man that con-

nected with him in south central Los
Angeles, is now in prison for life. Well,
some people may say that perhaps hap-
pened and perhaps the CIA did not real-
ly involve itself in the trafficking of
cocaine, it just kind of turned its back
and allowed it to happen. And that was
the CIA of the past. And perhaps they
were so involved in trying to support
the Contras, because they felt that
they were the correct organization to
confront the Sandinistas, even though
they did not have the support of the
Congress of the United States, that
perhaps they made a mistake.

Well, for those who think they made
a mistake, let us take a look at recent
events. Let us take a look at Ven-
ezuela. Earlier this year, General
Ramon Davila Venezuela’s former drug
czar, was indicted by Federal prosecu-
tors in Miami for smuggling cocaine
into the United States.

Now, according to the New York
Times, November 20, 1993 article, the
CIA antidrug program in Venezuela
shipped a ton of nearly pure cocaine to
the United States in 1990. The CIA ac-
knowledged that the drugs were sold on
the streets of the United States of
America. The joint CIA-Venezuelan
force was headed by General Davila and
the ranking CIA officer was Mark
McFarlin, who worked with
antiguerrilla forces in El Salvador in
the 1980’s. Not one CIA official has ever
been indicted or prosecuted for this
abuse of authority.

You need to know and understand
that when the CIA came up with this

cockamamie scheme of bringing the
drugs into the United States, they
claimed that this was the only way
that they could gain the confidence of
the drug dealers in Venezuela and thus
set them up so that they could bust
them for a bigger deal later on. They
went to the DEA and told the DEA
about the scheme and the DEA, who
supposedly has the authority to deter-
mine whether or not you can do these
kinds of operations, said to them, no.
You cannot do it.

The CIA defied the DEA. They did it
anyway. And they broke the law be-
cause they allowed the drugs to hit the
streets.

Well, let me just say that whether we
are looking at south central Los Ange-
les or any of our other major urban
areas or even areas that are not so
urban, and we see this continuing in-
flux of cocaine that is cooked into
crack and we see all of this devastation
and we wonder, where does it come
from, and people in many of these com-
munities will say, we have no air-
planes, we do not have the wherewithal
to bring the drugs in, so it must be
coming from places as they would con-
sider higher-ups.

We do not know where it comes from
but we do know some things. We know
that the ton of nearly pure cocaine
that reached the streets in 1990 was co-
caine that was brought in by the CIA.
We know that. We do not care what
they were attempting to do, we do not
care that they thought they had a
scheme that would help them to bust
big dealers later on. The fact of the
matter is, they brought the cocaine in
and they defied the law. They broke
the law. They allowed it to hit the
streets.

Let us take a look at Haiti. In a
March 8, 1997, Los Angeles Times arti-
cle, it was reported that Lt. Col.
Michel Francois, one of the CIA’s re-
ported Haitian agents, a former Army
officer and a key leader in the military
regime that ran Haiti between 1991 and
1994, was indicted in Miami and
charged with smuggling 33 tons of co-
caine into the United States.

The article detailed that Francois
met face to face with the leaders of
three Colombian cartels to arrange for
drug shipments to pass through Haiti
via a private air strip it helped to build
and protect. Lt. Col. Francois was
trained by the U.S. Army in military
command training for foreign officers
in Georgia. He was a senior member of
the service intelligence agency, a Hai-
tian intelligence organization, founded
with the help of the CIA in 1986.

After the 1991 coup that put Francois
in power, cocaine seizures in Haiti
plummeted to near zero, according to
DEA records. United States prosecu-
tors have requested the extradition of
Francois from Honduras where he has
been living under a grant of political
asylum.

What is important about this? We
went through a very, very
confrontational history right in this

Congress in this House about Haiti.
There were those of us who supported
Aristide and there were those who did
not support him but, rather, they sup-
ported Cedras and Francois and others
who were involved in attempting to
overthrow Aristide. These were the
people we were fighting to get Aristide
returned to Haiti. These were the peo-
ple who were embraced by Members of
this House who swore by them, who
tried to make sure that Aristide never
returned to power, who embraced
Cedras and the head of Cedras’s Army,
Mr. Francois.

Members of this House literally had
wrapped their arms around drug deal-
ers. Members of this House not only
swore by them and protected them,
while they were protecting them, Fran-
cois was building an air strip in Haiti
where he could receive the drugs flown
in from Colombia on that air strip and
the same air strip used to fly it right
back out to the United States. This
was a transshipment point.

This was the head of the army in
Haiti working with Cedras, with Mem-
bers of this House supporting them and
working against the return of Aristide.

Well, we were able to get the support
of the President of the United States
and those who really began to under-
stand what was going on down there.
And we returned Aristide and, of
course, Francois was helped out and
given a grant of political asylum.

Now we find that he, too, is respon-
sible for helping to put drugs on the
streets of the United States of Amer-
ica, another instance where the CIA ei-
ther knew or turned their backs and al-
lowed it to happen. There are those
who swear that the CIA was called
when this large shipment of drugs was
being prepared for entering into the
United States, and the CIA did noth-
ing.

Let us go a little bit further and try
and discover who the CIA is and what
they are doing and how they are viewed
around the world.

In a Los Angeles Times article, we
see a caption recently, just a day or so
ago, that says, CIA finds itself out in
the cold with U.S. allies. In this Los
Angeles Times article, that was just
Monday, March 17, our international
allies’ dislike of the CIA and their
clandestine activities is stated, and I
quote:

Around the world America’s friends are
sending a quiet but stern message to the
Central Intelligence Agency. The Cold War is
over. The rules of the spy game have
changed, and it is time, they said, for the
United States to curb its espionage oper-
ations on allies’ turf.

At least four friendly nations, Ger-
many, Italy, Switzerland and France,
have halted secret CIA operations on
their territory during the last 2 years.
In Germany, a CIA officer was ordered
to leave the country, apparently for
trying to recruit a German official in
1995. There was a major intelligence
failure in Paris, when the French un-
covered and put an end to an economic
espionage operation run by the CIA.
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Let us take a look at the Washington

Post on the 18th. House panel affirms
some allegations against the CIA. Just
in today’s Washington Post, there was
a report that the House Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence report
affirmed a previous conclusion that
CIA contacts in Guatemala were in-
volved in serious human rights viola-
tions with the agency’s knowledge and
their involvement was improperly kept
from Congress in the early 1990s.

In fact, the article stated, and I
quote, ‘‘The report represents a sharp
criticism of the CIA from a Repub-
lican-controlled committee that has
tended to be more sympathetic to CIA
arguments that it must deal with unsa-
vory individuals to get good intel-
ligence.’’

Mr. Speaker, what is the mission of
the CIA in a post-cold war environ-
ment? Is it really necessary to con-
tinue allocating $30 billion to the CIA?
Should we not use these funds for other
purposes such as job development or
school infrastructure rehabilitation?

We are pleased that the New York
Times on the 3rd of March this year re-
cently reported on scrubbing, they call
it, by the CIA in an effort to sever ties
with 100 foreign agents, about half of
them in Latin America, whose value as
informers was outweighed by their acts
of murder, assassination, torture, ter-
rorism and other crimes.

According to these articles, the Latin
American division of the CIA’s clandes-
tine service proved to be the one most
riddled with foreign agents who were
killers and torturers and that the CIA
also has had on its payroll people who
are terrorists and drug dealers or who
were terrorists and drug dealers.

It is not enough to cleanse some of
the rogue agents employed by the CIA
in their clandestine activities. We need
to take another look at the CIA.

What I have just said to you is this:
In addition to the drug trafficking and
allegations of continued involvement,
in addition to the south central Los
Angeles drug trafficking with Danilo
Blandon and Norwin Meneses, in addi-
tion to the event that I just described
to you in Venezuela, in addition to the
connection in Haiti, we find that we
have a CIA who is being questioned by
some of our closest allies and who are
saying, we do not want them around
here anymore.

The CIA, in this latest attempt to try
and cleanse itself, tried to send a mes-
sage, we are getting rid of the terror-
ists. We are getting rid of the mur-
derers and the drug dealers. We are
scrubbing the agency.

Well, that is not good enough. What
indeed is the mission of the CIA? The
Cold War is over. What do they do?
What are we paying $30 billion for?

They are meeting, that is the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence
of the House, is meeting this week in a
little secret room upstairs with this
not so secret organization anymore
where they are talking about, I sup-
pose, their mission and the funding of

the CIA. But I think more than our al-
lies who are questioning the mission of
the CIA, many citizens in this country
are discussing what is the mission of
the CIA.

I think that that debate really needs
to take place in this Congress. At a
time when we are trying to balance the
budget, when the resources are not so
plentiful, where we are making serious
and severe cuts in programs that have
children and seniors, programs that
provide housing, programs that are
really basically safety nets for Amer-
ican citizens, many of them who have
been taxpayers, many of them elderly,
many of them who need a helping hand
from their government, we continue to
fund the CIA to the tune of $30 billion
without understanding what their mis-
sion is.

b 2245

What, indeed, is it that they do that
cannot be done by the DIA, that is, the
Defense Intelligence Agency? We know
that there is an overlap. There has
been some duplication in the past.

I would recommend that we turn
whatever these responsibilities are
over to the DIA, and I would rec-
ommend that we eliminate the CIA
from the budget of this Nation.

I know there are some who will say
that is a very, very harsh recommenda-
tion. It is no harsher than rec-
ommendations that came to this House
from the other side of the aisle when
they said get rid of the Department of
Education. In addition to that, they
said let us get rid of the Department of
Commerce.

Not only did they question the value
of the Department of Education, that
has a responsibility for educating
America’s children, and the Depart-
ment of Commerce, with the respon-
sibility for trade, the same people are
now coming forward to raise questions
about outdated and outmoded oper-
ations such as the CIA.

I am very, very concerned about the
CIA and this $30 billion. I am concerned
that they have had a role in, that they
have had operatives, that somehow too
many times in too many ways their
name and their operation and their
business is connected to or identified
with drug dealing.

I think it is time for us to have this
debate. I am challenging this House to
get involved in taking a real close look
at who the CIA is and what do they do.

We have some investigations that are
going on. When we brought the infor-
mation to this House about drug traf-
ficking in south central Los Angeles,
with this drug ring in the 1980s that
had dumped all of this cocaine into
south central Los Angeles, we had
enough information to convince the
Speaker that there, indeed, should be
investigations. And so our House Per-
manent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence is involved in an investigation.
This is running parallel with an inves-
tigation by the Inspector General of
the CIA that is supposed to be inde-

pendent and the Inspector General of
the Justice Department. They are sup-
posedly culling through thousands of
documents and interviewing many peo-
ple who were perhaps involved.

There are a lot of people who do not
trust that the Inspector Generals of the
CIA and the Justice Department will
come back with the kind of informa-
tion that will help us to understand
who knew what, when did they know it,
and how high did it go. They are sus-
picious of these investigations.

I tell them it is important that we
let the process go forward; that some of
us are not simply relying on these in-
vestigations, even though we think it
is important for them to go forward.
Some of us are responding to the calls
that we are getting with people who
have information about drug traffick-
ing and intelligence community in-
volvement.

We have met with any number of peo-
ple who have called, given us docu-
ments and information. We are doing
this because we want to be able to com-
pare what we are learning with the so-
called investigations that are going on.
If and when hearings take place as a re-
sult of the investigations that are
being done, we will be able to ask ques-
tions about why certain people are not
being subpoenaed, why they are not
being called, why certain documents
are not being entered.

I am very serious about wanting to
know who knew what and when did
they know it and how high did it go,
and whether or not the CIA or the DEA
or the DIA or any other intelligence
agency has been involved in drug traf-
ficking. I would consider that the most
profound undermining of the American
people of any action that could be
taken by anybody.

We do not pay our intelligence com-
munity to protect and serve, to find
out that they are indeed involved in
the kind of devastation that has been
caused by this explosion of crack co-
caine in our communities. And so, in
essence, we are kind of running our
own parallel investigation because we
are responding to the calls that we get.

I went to Nicaragua myself because I
was contacted by someone in Managua
who had information, who knew about
the drug cartels and who had been con-
nected with Norwin Meneses. I went to
a place called Grenada, up outside of
Managua, and I went to a prison and I
interviewed Mr. Enrique Miranda
Jaime, who not only indicated his will-
ingness to cooperate with the inves-
tigations that are going on here but
asked that I share this information
with the investigators.

I have done that. I have shared this
information with the Inspector General
of the Justice Department. I have
asked him to go and take a look and to
talk with Enrique Miranda Jaime and
to make sure nothing happens to
Enrique Miranda Jaime. I am con-
cerned that if we do not get to him and
place him in a witness protection pro-
gram so that he can make the informa-
tion available to us, that we may not
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have him available to us sometime
later on.

I am going back to Nicaragua. I am
going back to Managua. I have been re-
quested to come back by some legisla-
tors who now understand a lot about
what perhaps has taken place, and they
have new information and they are
looking at some money laundering
schemes.

We have identified that one of the
persons now in the Nicaraguan govern-
ment was connected to Danilo Blandon
and was responsible for laundering
money out of Miami during the 1980’s
when Mr. Danilo Blandon was traffick-
ing in cocaine and crack cocaine in
south central Los Angeles.

So I will be going back. There will be
others going back. We have people
there who are documenting some of the
information that is going to be nec-
essary for us to make sure our inves-
tigators have. This is the kind of work
that must be done because the Congres-
sional Black Caucus of the Congress of
the United States have decided that
they are going to make the eradication
of drugs in our community our number
one priority.

We are sick and tired of drug addic-
tion. We are sick and tired of the vio-
lence that is associated with drug traf-
ficking. We are sick and tired of the
babies that are being born addicted to
crack cocaine. We are sick and tired of
the loss of lives, the loss of opportuni-
ties and the loss of a future for our
children in our communities because of
cocaine and drugs and crack cocaine in
particular.

We find that crack cocaine is one of
the most devastating drugs that has
ever been known to man. We find that
it is the most addictive, that it is very
difficult for people to get off of. We
find that people commit some of the
most horrendous acts in pursuit of
more crack cocaine to fuel their hab-
its.

We are sick and tired of waiting on
others to do. We do not care if there is
a drug czar, we do not care if there is
advertising and continuation of pro-
grams that say ‘‘Just say no.’’ We are
in this now and we are going to provide
leadership.

We have been working with the
President of the United States to in-
crease the drug budget. I have worked
with the drug czar to support more pre-
vention, more education and more re-
habilitation, and we are going to fight
for the budget that has been produced
that would help us to deal with this se-
curing in our communities.

But we are not going to stop there.
We are going to do all of those things
and we are going to work hard. We will
be in the town meetings, we will be
talking with the young people, we will
do all we can do to help get rid of these
drugs in our community. We are going
to work to see that there is justice and
fairness.

Just as the Justice Department has
targeted small crack cocaine dealers,
we are going after the big guys. We

want to make sure that these dealers
of large amounts of cocaine and crack
cocaine are targeted and that they are
apprehended and that they are brought
to justice.

We want to make sure that the Jus-
tice Department does not have the
American public believing that they
are doing something about drugs sim-
ply by getting these small crack co-
caine dealers, getting them into these
mandatory minimum prison sentences
in the Federal prisons, filling up the
prisons all over America with these
small-time crack dealers, 19 and 20
years old, who are stupid, who should
not be involved, should not have been
involved, but the sentencing that they
are getting does not match the crime.

Big drug dealers are going free, and
those in the intelligence community,
who we pay to protect and serve, may
still be involved in these covert oper-
ations where drugs are involved and
causing tons of drugs to be dumped on
our streets.

We are tired of waiting on law en-
forcement to do it job. We are sick and
tired of those who tell us, oh, you can-
not do anything about interdiction; as
long as the appetite is what it is in
America, we will have drugs coming in
in huge numbers because of the profits
of it. Well, we do not think that is
true. We think we should be involved in
interdiction, just as we should be in-
volved in education and prevention and
rehabilitation.

We think that we are going to have
to look very carefully at our relation-
ship and our relationships to other
countries. We are going to have to look
carefully at our relationship to any-
body that we think is involved in
bringing drugs into the United States
of America.

We heard this big debate about cer-
tification. Who are we certifying? What
do we know about them? Are we turn-
ing our backs and fighting for certifi-
cation despite the fact we may know
some of our allies and some of our
friends right here in this hemisphere
are involved in drug trafficking?

We have got to understand there is
no threat from the Soviet Union. There
is no more Soviet Union. There is no
threat from Russia, some of the coun-
tries that made up the Soviet Union.
Nobody wants to fight with the United
States of America. That is not where
the threat is to this country anymore.

The threat to this country is this in-
flux of drugs, of cocaine that is causing
addiction and crime and violence and
murder. The threat to this Nation is
this influx of huge amounts of drugs
that is undermining the very social
fabric of our country.

Our national security must be rede-
fined. The need to take a look at what
our threat is is urgent. This debate
must take place and we must redefine
what our national security interests
are.

I submit to my colleagues that one of
the greatest threats that we have in
this country today is this influx of

drugs, this influx of cocaine, this
scourge of crack cocaine in our com-
munities and all of the violence that
goes along with it, and so we cannot af-
ford to let anybody off the hook.

We should have no friends that we
love so much that we will allow them
to bring drugs into our country be-
cause we have some trade relationship
with them. We should allow no one to
bring drugs into this country because
we want to expand our ability to do
business with them.

We should let the shoe fall wherever
it should fall. We should be willing to
identify those who undermine us with
drugs, no matter who they are.

b 2300
I challenge those who somehow think

the CIA and the DEA and the DIA are
so important that we should have a
hands-off policy, that we should not
question what the intelligence commu-
nity is all about, that somehow we
should not be concerned about the $30
billion in that CIA budget. There are
those who say to me, ‘‘Oh, Ms. WATERS,
you better be careful, you can’t go
around talking about the CIA. You
can’t challenge them. Don’t you know
what they do? Don’t you know that
they’re very special, and that nobody
talks about the CIA?’’

I am here to say, I think the day for
the CIA has come and gone. I think it
has no mission that is worthy of the $30
billion that we are paying for its so-
called operations. I think the CIA can-
not scrub itself. This business of scrub-
bing, talking about they are getting rid
of the terrorists and the drug traffick-
ers and the murderers, is a day late and
a dollar short. Not only have they in-
volved themselves with the scum of the
Earth, many of whom are responsible
for horrendous crimes against our peo-
ple, but it is no need to even try and
make the American people believe that
it is necessary to be involved with
those kind of people anymore. For
what?

And so this challenge that I bring
right at the point that we are talking
about funding the CIA one more time,
at this time where their budgets sup-
posedly are being looked at, at this mo-
ment in the debate of Congress about
where we put our resources, where we
make our priorities, there is no better
time.

I would like all of those who em-
braced Mr. Francois, for example, down
in Haiti, who swore by Mr. Cedras, who
fought us day and night to try and
make sure they were in control of
Haiti, I ask them, this Mr. Francois
that was trained right in Georgia by
our people, who built an airstrip right
when they were working with the CIA,
who brought in the drugs from Colom-
bia and sent them to the United States,
I challenge those Members to make it
right. They know who they are. They
need but step forward and say, ‘‘We
made a mistake. We should not have
embraced Francois in Haiti. We should
not have been involved with them at
all.’’
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The CIA’s involvement was deep in

Haiti for a long time. They know who
these people are. They know what they
were doing. And the Members of this
House who embraced them and who
fought for them need to step forward
and make it right and say, ‘‘I made a
mistake. I should not have embraced
them and I’m not going to support
them any longer.’’

We are going to not only take a look
at what the CIA has done in the past,
we are going to understand, or try to
understand, what their mission is sup-
posed to be and hopefully come to the
conclusion that I would like them to
come to, that they have no more mis-
sion. And if they conclude what I have
concluded, we can find us $30 billion to
help offset this deficit, $30 billion that
we can place in our school systems in
America.

Just think about it. The President of
the United States has asked for $5 bil-
lion to help repair our infrastructure in
our schools, to help rehabilitate our
schools. The need is over $100 billion.
The Congressional Black Caucus would
at least like to have $20 billion so that
we could leverage it up to about $80 bil-
lion, because our schools are crumbling
down around us in many of our commu-
nities. We have schools where the air-
conditioning does not work. We have
schools that you cannot even put com-
puters in because they are not wired
for computers. We have schools that
have no science labs. We have schools
that have no place for the children to
eat lunch. Thirty billion dollars could
really help us rehabilitate these
schools for our children, for our chil-
dren’s future. We need to get tough
about stopping drugs and giving these
children a chance. We need to get
tough about redirecting our priorities
to educate our young people, and to
make them competitive, and to give
them a chance to grow and to be and to
realize their full potential as human
beings. We cannot do that as long as we
are allowing money to go out the win-
dow of something like the CIA.

I submit that it is time to totally
eliminate the CIA. I understand ex-
actly what I am saying. I am saying
what I mean and I mean what I say. I
am of the belief that they do not have
a serious mission anymore, and I am
further concerned and outraged by the
fact that I have learned too much
about them and their connection to
drug trafficking. And when I go to
parts of my district or to New York or
Philadelphia, Missouri, St. Louis, and
when I go into the South, places in Ar-
kansas and Mississippi, and I see the
scourge of crack cocaine and I think
about the fact that the CIA or the DEA
and others could have been involved in
turning their backs or been involved in
covert operations that have allowed
these drugs to hit our street, then I am
convinced that we are making a mis-
take to continue to fund the CIA.

If there is any mission at all, if there
are any activities they should be in-
volved in, I submit to you that the DIA

can take over those activities. Why are
we paying all of these different intel-
ligence communities to kind of trip
over each other in a post-cold-war era?
What are they doing? What is their re-
sponsibility? Who are they spying on?
What information are they bringing
us? If they know so much, why did they
not know that the drug czar in Mexico
was a drug dealer? Here we were allied
with the drug czar in Mexico who was
supposed to be working closely with us,
who was supposed to be the man who
was helping us to identify the drug
dealers there, and to help us get rid of
this transshipment point that is dump-
ing tons of cocaine and heroin into
America. But we did not know. Where
was our CIA? Where was our DEA?
Where were those in the intelligence
community who should have known
that the drug czar was the drug dealer?
They did not know. They did not even
know that the Mexican authorities had
arrested him until days after it had
been done.

If they have a mission, of protecting
us, of knowing what is being done in
foreign countries that may be harmful
to us, they missed the mark. They
missed the point. They did not do their
job. But, I suppose whether it is the
case in Mexico that they did not know
the drug czar was a drug dealer, I sup-
pose they did not know in Venezuela
where they were working with the so-
called drug czar who ended up again
being the dope dealer and not only
dumping drugs into the United States
on his own behalf but on behalf of the
CIA. It is enough information here for
people to be angry about, for people to
be concerned about, that people should
want to be able to get to the bottom of
what is going on.

I think the American public is going
to move faster than the Members of
this House. I think that the articles
that you now see popping up in the
newspapers are going to multiply. In
addition to that, I know about some
documentaries that are going to be
done about the CIA and its mission or
lack of a mission. I know that there is
going to be increasing discussion out-
side of this House about the CIA and
its role, and the American citizens are
going to rise up against the funding of
an agency that should be extinct. They
too will join with me in the final anal-
ysis and call for the elimination of the
CIA.

This is not the first time that I have
been on this floor talking about the
CIA and drugs. This is not the first
time that I have reminded the public of
the San Jose Mercury series called
‘‘The Dark Alliance’’ that helped to
document their involvement in the
dumping of cocaine into south central
Los Angeles, and this will not be the
last time.

I do not usually come to the floor
this late at night, but I am willing to
do some extraordinary things to try
and communicate this threat, to try
and engage not only my colleagues but
the American public on this issue of
drugs.

This country deserves better. We do
not deserve to have to suffer what we
are suffering with drugs overrunning
too many communities in America.
Not just the inner cities. Certainly it
shows up there. But also it is in little
towns and in rural areas, and it is not
confined to any one ethnic group. It is
not confined to any one age group. In-
creasingly people are getting involved
and children are getting involved at a
younger and younger age.

American citizens, we deserve better,
and we deserve our policymakers to get
serious. We deserve the policymakers
who supposedly come here to represent
the people of the United States of
America to take this issue on, to give
it some time and some attention, to be
involved in interdiction and prevention
and rehabilitation. The people should
not have to wonder, have we been aban-
doned? They should not have to suffer
being told we cannot do anything
about it, as long as there is an appetite
for it.

I wish all American citizens and all
Members of Congress were perfect
human beings, but we are not. We are
all vulnerable in many ways. There are
many people who get involved and get
addicted who wish they could get out
of it, and we should help provide them
with some opportunities to rehabili-
tate. I wish there was no appetite. But
I suppose, until we do our job on the
front end to educate and to discourage
and to teach and to prevent, many peo-
ple will fall prey to this menace.

We should not be involved in a situa-
tion where we are allowing young peo-
ple to either be addicted or to end up
thinking that somehow they can sell a
little bit of rock cocaine, earn enough
money to have a better life. We should
not allow these things to happen.
Those young people who are sitting in
the prisons, falling prey to this busi-
ness, I can get away with selling a lit-
tle drugs, these are young people whose
lives are cut short. And even though
again they were silly enough to get in-
volved, oftentimes the crimes do not fit
the punishment and the big guys are
getting away.

I am going to keep talking about
this, I am going to keep challenging
this House, I am going to keep chal-
lenging America to challenge its elect-
ed officials, to get involved, to learn
more, to get to the root of this prob-
lem, to deal with the intelligence agen-
cies, to deal with the law enforcement
agencies, to deal with the families, the
children, the communities, despite the
fact I am oftentime discouraged and
frustrated as I travel around this coun-
try and I see what is going on.

I suppose in the final analysis, I am
the eternal optimist. I believe we can
do something about it. I believe if we
put our minds to it, we can turn this
situation around. I believe if we are
committed to a future for our young
people, we can indeed make this our
top priority. The Congressional Black
Caucus decided we are going to make
this our top priority. We extend our
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hand to those who would like to join
with us to make this a top priority of
this Nation. America, we can do better.
f

BRINGING RUSSIA INTO THE
WESTERN WORLD

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
TAYLOR of North Carolina). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
7, 1997, the gentleman from California
[Mr. HORN] is recognized until mid-
night.

Mr. HORN. Mr. Speaker, the United
States must work to help align Russia
with the democratic nations of the
West. If we isolate Russia, we will miss
a historic opportunity to bring Russia
into the western world. If we do not,
the result will be instability and
unneeded conflict in the future.

One of the interesting questions of
history has been whether or not Russia
is western or an eastern power, wheth-
er it is a European or an Asian nation.
The North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion, NATO as it is known, faces the
task of deciding where the frontiers of
Europe lie.

b 2315

Over three centuries ago, in 1703,
Czar Peter the Great founded St. Pe-
tersburg as his capital. He sought to
give Russia a more western-oriented
outlook. In the early 19th century, Na-
poleon of France invaded Russia. In the
early 1940’s Hitler invaded Russia, and
Russia has cause to be wary of some of
the Western Powers. During the Rus-
sian Civil War, after the communists
had seized power and the Czar was re-
moved and there had been a short bleep
of democracy in Russian history; the
West, including the United States of
America, intervened on the side of the
democratic Duma, a noble cause, the
legislature, the only one of its day in
300 years of Russian history, and it pro-
vided that brief blip of democracy I
mentioned, and it was a hopeful insti-
tution for a brief time. And yet the
autocratic Czars and the totalitarian
Soviets ruled Russia until very recent
years.

Despite its suspicion of the West and
our suspicion of Soviet Russia, as allies
from 1941 to 1945 we were still able to
cooperate to stop and defeat the vi-
cious murderous Nazi Germany.

Western Europe and the United
States now have a historic opportunity
to promote reconciliation and coopera-
tion with Russia. We have fought one
Cold War with the Soviet Russia, which
is no more. If we are to avoid a nation-
alistic, autocratic Russia arising from
the chance that we will have democ-
racy, we need to take diplomatic risks
now.

Let us recall that the enemies of the
Second World War are now democ-
racies. Germany, for example, and Ger-
many’s involvement with the European
Community and NATO helped bind it
further to the West. Germany, guided
by progressive leadership since the end
of the Second World War in the elimi-

nation of Hitler, overcame the deep and
historic divisions which existed be-
tween France and Germany, two coun-
tries who had been at war with each
other three times in 65 years. And then,
of course, the great crimes of the Nazi
period.

Japan. Japan was as far different cul-
turally from the United States and Eu-
rope as one could imagine in 1945. In
the decade which spanned the period
1935 to 1945, Japan waged an aggressive
war against its neighbors in Asia as
well as the United States of America.
Yet under the leadership of Gen. Doug-
las MacArthur, we imposed democracy
on Japanese institutions which were
militaristic and feudal in nature, and
our military occupation helped the
Japanese rebuild their country which
had been shattered and overcome those
militaristic forces that had led their
country into aggressive wars in that
decade of 1935 to 1945. And the result
now is that we have stability and peace
in East Asia.

One obvious reason for the successful
American alliance and the relationship
we have with Germany and Japan is
that we stationed our troops in both of
those nations, and we had a major role
in influencing the formation of new in-
stitutions in those countries. A second
reason for the successful alliance was
the common goal of halting the spread
of communism as practiced by a num-
ber of Soviet dictators, the worst of
which of course was Stalin. We must
remember that we fought the Cold War
against these dictators and zealots who
ruled Russia through Communist ideol-
ogy, fear, and militarism. For 75 years
the Soviet Union was the leader of all
of the Communist world except China.
The Soviet Union, however, is no more.
It collapsed in the face of its own
weaknesses and because of the resolve
of the western nations. We must show
the same resolve to ensure that peace
and stability represent the future of
Europe.

For this to happen, Russia must not
be isolated but must become a partner
of the West in the economic submits, in
the European Community, and in the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization.
NATO operates by consensus. No na-
tion can veto NATO decisions. Giving
Russia a seat at the table in NATO
does not mean it will be able to veto
any application of any other nations.
Whether as a formal member of NATO
or as an advisory nature, it is impor-
tant that Russia do receive that seat,
and this will not result in its ability to
block decisions of a military nature.
Its fundamental mission that NATO
now has is to keep Europe at peace.

In brief, NATO is not the United Na-
tions, whereas we know in the United
Nations one of the five permanent
members of the Security Council, in-
cluding the United States of America,
can exercise a veto over the actions of
not only its colleagues on the Security
Council, but the actions of the General
Assembly which represents all nations
in the United Nations.

Mr. Speaker, it is the right of every
sovereign nation to choose who its
friends are. Russia cannot decide for
the nations of central and eastern Eu-
rope on the question of NATO member-
ship. It would also be foolish for NATO
to automatically rule out Russia or
any other Nation from NATO based on
some of the current economic or social
conditions that exist within those
countries. It makes sense to consult
with Russia on the future of NATO and
the future of Europe. Russia’s military
power has been substantially weak-
ened, but it still remains the greatest
nuclear power in Europe. Isolating
Russia will only help the domestic po-
litical goals of the Communists, the
Fascists, and the nationalists who wish
to undermine the progressive reforms
which have occurred in Russia under
the leadership of President Boris
Yeltsin.

We are at a point in history that will
decide the future of our country for
generations. Will the United States
work to promote peace and cooperation
in Europe? Or will we foolishly seek to
gloat over our victory in the cold war
by marginalizing Russia and thus help-
ing the very elements of Russian soci-
ety that we deplore, namely the Com-
munists, the Fascists, and the nation-
alists who once in a while raise their
head in this or that election.

Have we reached a peace with Russia
that is only a pause in the conflict, or
will we work to create a peace that
brings stability and prosperity? The
choice is ours. Russia has vast natural
resources and an energetic people with
a growing democracy and burgeoning
market-based competitive economy.
The Russian people need to be tied to
the Western World.

Mr. Speaker, if the Government of
the United States does not involve
Russia in NATO, this country will have
made the most critical foreign policy
mistake in the last half of the 20th cen-
tury.

The key question we face is whether
we will address this issue of NATO ex-
pansion on the basis of common sense
and our long-term national interest, or
will we allow NATO expansion to con-
tinue to be a political football for var-
ious domestic audiences and ethnic
groups? Clearly a balance must be
struck between the legitimate inter-
ests of central Europe and Russia. The
nations of central Europe have
emerged from Soviet domination into
an uncertain era where their sovereign
rights of self-determination and self-
defense have become real, but they
have yet to be fully defined.

The United States in NATO must
help give life and definition to those
rights through thoughtful and effective
steps, including membership in the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization.
However, we must be mindful of the
fact that nothing we do will change ge-
ography. Poland will always be next
door to Russia whether it is a member
of NATO or not, so Poland and NATO
must deal with the realities of the
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